HAMPDEN AND  SHIP-MONEY
France/ in the time of Richard II—enemies who
* intended to blot out the name of the English from
under the Heaven.' He showed that from early times
by these statutory means cthe Kings might always
have in readiness a stock of money in their hands to
withstand an invasion/ and added that the same
facilities were still at the royal disposal, his present
Majesty having specifically declared, in his Proclama-
tion dismissing Parliament in 1626, that he reserved
to himself these very rights c for guarding of the seas
and the defence of the realm.5 In short, the purpose
for which the Ship-money writs were designed was
already provided for in other and lawful ways, and the
emergency by which alone the writs could be justified
could not, therefore, in any way be shown to have
arisen.
St. John's case as it now stood before the court
was that the present Ship-money levy could have been
legalised only in one of two ways. Either it must be
shown that under a foreign menace the King was in
extremity, or it must be shown that the levies had
parliamentary consent. The challenge, built up on
patient argument, was made without any flourish of
rhetoric, but it was one which the Grown would find
uncommonly difficult effectively to answer.
St. John proceeded by saying that nothing in the
writ showed that the available funds had been ex-
hausted ; he was careful to add, c My Lords, I desire
to be understood, I do not affirm that none was
expended ; only this appears not to your Lordships
and the court.' He then made a very pretty point.
All that could be learnt from the writ was that the
Buckinghamshire ship was to be at Portsmouth on a
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